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The Crlill RiAAN^ (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ) ; I declare open the 
eighty--eightn plenary meeting of the Conference of the Eighte en-Nat ion Committee on 
Disarmament • 

Before crvlling on the first spealier^ I should like to inform the Conference that 
the two co-Chairmen have circula;ted a draft report to the General Assembly on the 
progress of negotiations for the cessation of nuclear weapon tests • 

The representative of i/iexico has asked to speak on a point of order* 1 therefore 
give him the floor » 

1.'^. PiJ)I LLA NERVO (Mexico) ( translation from Spanish ); I have asked to speak, 
not in order to make a statement on behalf of the Mexican delegation^ but to read a 
declaration which the ei^'ht non-aligned delegations have drawn up jointly and which I 
have been asked to submit to you on their behalf • 

This statement was drafted in English and reads as follows; 

'^The suggestions and observations made in the past few days by the non- 
aligned delegations regarding a test ban have been offered in the Eight e en-Nat ion 
Committee in pursuance of General Assembly resolution 1762 A (XVIl) ( SITDC/63 ) > 

"These suggestions and observations must not be construed as individual 
interpretations of the eight-nation memorandum now endorsed by the General 
Assembly without a dissident vote* 

"The eight delegations in this respect still abide by the statement 
(ENDC/?V«.24; pp, 5 et seq * ) made on their behalf by the representative of Ethiopia 
on 19- April last" • 
(Con tinued in S p ajiish ) 

I should like now to raise another question^ also on behalf of the representatives 
of the eight Powers • ¥e should like the report to the General Assembly to include, in 
pursuance of General Assembly resolution 1762 A {Mll)y paragraph 7, a brief summary of 
the suggestions and observations made by the delegations in question with a view to 
assisting the Committee in complying vrith the terms of the General Assembly resolution* 

The CrlAlR^iAN (Bulgaria) ( tra^nslation from French ): We shall now resume our 
work^ and I call on the first speaker, the representative of Brazil* 

lilx. ./iSSmviPCAQ de iiRAUJQ (Brazil) ( translation from French ).; I should like first 
to welcome Their Excellencies Tun Shein and Kurka, representatives of Burma and 
Czechoslovakia, whose presence among us will certainly contribute to the success of our 
work« 
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(fo. A^svic^ocin ae -fe^^UJo, .Brazil) 



The Brazilian, delegation has given very close attention to the important statements 
made at our Conference since it resumed its vork, and would like to state its views 
briefly on the question before us^ the suspension of nuclear tests. 

We are now so close to the time-limit set for us by the United Nations General 
Assembly that there seem good grounds for anxiety <. There still appears to be a lon^ 
way to go to reconcile the views of the opposing parties* On 3 December last 
(ENDC/pV.86) our co-Chairmen went over the history of the negotiat.-..:ms which had taken 
place- during the recess at the meetings of the Sub-Committee on a Treaty for the 
Discontinuance of Nuclear Tests ^ and we have to admit that the results are scarcely 
satisfactory. 

However, we need not lose all hope. We should be encouraged by the progress^ modest 
though it is^ vrhich has been acnieved during the last few months. The many problems raised 
by the suspension of nuclear tests have gradually been brought down to the question of 
underground explosions^ as everybody seems now to admit that no control system is needed 
for tests in the atmosphere^ in outer space and under water. 

Moreover^ the developments in the international situation have created an atmosphere 
which is much more favourable than before, not only to the actual discontinuance of 
explosions but also to the negotiation of at least a provisional agreement on a test ban. 
The discontinuance of tests is a matter of the highest importance to us, as xne head of 
the Brazilia^n delegation started at the opening of the seventeenth session of the United 
Nations G-eneral Assembly 2 

"7re a,re convinced that our possibilities for projgress in the field of general 

and complete disarmament are very slim if we do not succeed at least in reaching 

agreement on the more direct question of a nuclear cease-fire." 

( a/PV.1125 (provisional), p.ll ). 

The seventeenth session of the General Assembly gave great prominence to this 
question, and this is all the more' important as our Conference must now be gTiided in its 
work by resolution 1762 (XVIl) (SNDC/63). 

In this resolution, the General Assembly which is here only expressing world public 
opinion,, condemns all tests of. nuclear weapons' and requests the Powers concerned: 

- to cease their tests in any form whatsoever, immediately and not later than 
1 January 1963 ; 
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- -to roach an agreement on cessation of tests by 1 January 1963^ if possible in 
all environrcnts; or at least in those environments where control is not necessary, 
([n this latter -case they should also conclude a provisional agreement suspending 
efinderground tests) j 

- to conclude as soon as possible a final treGvty prohibiting nuclear explosions 
in all environments. 

As we heave already seen^ the suspension of tests in the atmosphere^ in outer space 
arid under water does not depend on any particular machinery^ but only on the goodwill 
of the nuclear Powers and on their proper understanding of their real interests and of 
the interests of the whole world* The Conference's role in this field is therefore 
essentially to bring the voice of world public opinion to the ears of these Powers. 

The case is different vrhen we are dealing with underground tests, a question which 
raises not only political but technical difficulties. The eight-nation memorandum 
(ENDC/28) represents an attempt to escape from the deadlock reached by the negotiations. 
Unf ortunately^ as we stressed in the United Nations General Assembly on 20 September 1962^ 
the eight countries: 

"owfollow with concern the effort towards a logical construction through which the 

representatives of the two major blocs seek to give different interpretations to 

the suggestions put for^rard with the avowed purpose of reaching agreement *" 

(a/PY.1125 (prov isional), p.ll ) 

The memorandum now endorsed by the General Assembly, which describes it as a sound; 
adequate and fair basis for negotiations* (ENDC/63 - A/RES/1762 (XVII), p. 2), stresses 
that possibilities exist for establishing by agreement a system for continuous observation 
and effective control on a purely scientific and non-political basisp A commission of 
scientists, would examine the data provided by observation posts and in the case of 
suspicious events could be asked to j.xiveouxgate on the spot. The parties to the treaty 
would be free to determine their line of action on the basis of the reports made by the 
international commission. These are the data available to us as a guide to our work 
during its third stage ♦ 

I should now like 'to define the attitude of the Brazilian delegation on the various 
points with Y/hich we are concerned. 

In the first place, Brazil cannot admit the legitimacy of any nuclear tests 
whatsoever^ nor does it ree^ognize the right of any Power to carry out such experiments 
in any circumstances « Yfe protested when the Soviet Union resumed its experiments in 
October last year| we protested again (see ENDC/?V.28, pp.ll and 12) when the United 
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States announced last March that it intended to carry out a nevr series of tests, and 
we protested yet again (E1\[DC/FV*67, pp. 23 arid 24) when the Soviet Union embarked on 
its last series of experiments. In Brazil ^3. :opinion^ all nuclear tests, no matter by 
whom they are conducted, are to be condemned. The first operative paragraph of 
resolution 1762 A, which condemns all nuclear weapon tests, is very timely in that it 
gives our views the backing of the United Nations General Assembly. . 

Secondly, Brazil desires the complete and permanent abolition of nuclear tests in 
all environments, and does not forget that this Conference's final aim is the conclusion 
of a general treaty prohibiting all tests for all time. However, the present 
difficulties show us that this ideal aim cannot be attg,ined until many considerable 
obstacles have been overcome • 

Thirdly, Brazil cannot raise any objection to temporary or partial solutions, 
provided that these represent real progress and are not mere tactical or polemical 
.manoeuvres within the framework of the cold waro 

Fourthly, the General Assembly in asking the nuclear Powers to cease their tests 
immediately and not later than 1 January 1963 (resolution 1762 A (XVIl), paragraph 2) 
can therefore count on our support. As we pointed out in the First Committee on 
1 November last: 

".♦• It does not seem to us that the fact of a favovirable respon-se to that 
appeal implies for the nuclear PoYrers the establishment of an indeterminate and 
uncontrolled moratorium, as some appear to believe* Indeed, the whole context 
of the draft resolution calls for immediate negotiations with a view to reaching 
agreements which would obviously be controlled, . « The immediate cessation of 
tests, if it were accepted, would be but a first step, with a beneficial 
psychological effect designed to facilitate these negotiations J' ( a/C^1/FV>12625 
p-p. 12 C2i(i 13-15 ) 

Fifthly, Brazil also considers that so long as the negotiations for a general 
treaty on a test ban were going on it would be wrong to reject the idea of a limited 
moratoT^ium under which the nuclear Powers would agree to suspend their experiments and 
would also agree on the question of effective control of this suspension. Naturally 
we shall welcome any agreement the nuclear Powers may make on the duration of the 
moratorium and or the nature and degree of control necessary. 
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Sixthly^ the Brazilian delegation is ready in this same realistic spirit to accept 
partial solutions, and since its first statement on 16 May 1962 it has been asking the 
nuclear Powers why they did not seriously examine the possibility of suspending tests 
in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water, where there no longer seems to be 
any insurmountable disagreement in regard to the effectiveness or ineffectiveness of 
control* Resolution 1762 A (XVIl), paragraph 6, contains a provision to the same 
effect, although it links the proposed agreement to an interim arrangement suspending 
underground tests, on the basis of the eight-nation memorandum and taking into 
consideration other propose^ls submitted to the seventeenth session of the General 
Assembly, 

Seventhly, so far as concerns underground tests, we hope that the difference 
between the tvro blocs will steadily diminish* The possibility of extending the field 
of agreement to a definite category of underground tests could be considered immediately, 
since it seems that the detection and identification of explosions above a certain power 
no longer raises an insurmountable problem^ As technology progressed^ the threshold could 
be gradually reduced until they were brought to the point where only very low power 
explosions of a practically negligible military value escaped identification. This 
point seems to us an extremely important one, since such a formula would enable us 
largely to eliminate the present differences which mainly concern the question of controls 

Eighthly, all this of course does not mean that Brazil is an advocate of an 
uncontrolled moratorium or of control established without previous agreement. What we 
have said both in the United Nations General Assembly and at this Conference, as well 
as our proposal for the creation of a technical committee for the scientific study of the 
problem (El©C/PVe39? p.20) have, I hope, made our position perfectly clear. It is 
moreover, I repeat, in harmony with the eight-nation memorandum and the recent 
resolution 1762 (XVII ). 

In regard to these last questions, we have examined with much interest the 
suggestions made here by various delegations, particularly those of Sweden, India and 
Mexico* ivir* Padilla Nervo has offered us some interesting suggestions about the 
essential provisions which might be included in the interim or final agreement which is 
our target (E1^DG/PV.85, pp* 35 and 36) • • Mr. Edberg has mentioned in particular that 
it should be possible to set up a scientific commission without waiting for the final 
drafting and implementation of a complete agreement (SNllC/PV.84, pp* 17 and 18) • One of 
the advantages of such an interim international scientific commission would be to clear 
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up the still very debatable question of the value of detection and identification by 
existing national systems. Such a system fits very \7ell into the framework of the 
eight-nation memorandum, and i.ur« Lall quite rightly insisted on the fresh imr.-^ortance , 
acquired by this document (EI^n)C/PV.85-> ^.22)^ since it forms the only basis 01 
negotiation recommended by the United Nations General Assembly, although other bases, 
which we should be careful not to reject, might also be found. 

The Swedish formula deserves our full support and is moreover fully in harmony with 
the ideas expressed by Brazil at the si^rfceenth and seventeenth sessions of the United 
Nations Genera.1 i^sembly and at this Conference o Brazil, in fac^, xuis alvrays considered 
that control is both a political and technical process, and if this latter aspect is 
neglected, the political aspect will suffer On 18 Liay 1962. Mr* de Iviello Franco said 

heres 

"Yfe thinly it wouia ue aavisable to set up, under the auspices of the Conference, 
a specialized technical body to study control problems and. to submit sugc^stions, 
on the subject in due course." ( 3IDC/PV.39, p. 20 , 
This proposal Yras repeated on 12 June in the following terms: 

"In our view, the political aspect of control merges with the actual negotiation 
of the disarmament treaty and is thus necessarily an essential issue at this . 
Conference; lAit the technical as-)ect of control can, and to a certain extent even 
must^ be the subject of scientific studies parallel to the work of this Conference, 
though they can^ of course.^ be carried out under ixs auspices and supervision." 
( ENI)C/PV.;54, p. 23 ) 
At the opening of the general discussion at the General Assembly's seventeenth session 
on 20 September last, the head of the Brazilian delegation saids 

"... we cire more and m.ore convinced that political negotiations on disarmament 
simply cannot continue to be carried out in a technical vacuum." ( a/?V.1125» 
(provisional), v\ 12 ) 

We therefore support the Swedish delegation's suggestion which might indeed be 
combined with other proposals. It seems to us an eminently pruv^vical one. ¥e might, 
for example, envisage a system within the framework of resolution 1762 A(XVII), paragraph 
6, whereby the liuclear rowers would agree to suspend their tests in the atmosphere, in 
outer space and under water and would adopt a limited moratorium - six months for 
example - in connexion with underground tests. During this time the scientific 
commission would, decide on the nature and degree of control really necessary for a 
permanent ban on this type of explosion. 
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The delegations q± the eight nations have done^ and will continue to do, everything 
in their power to facilitate negotiations between the nuclear Powers • 

It is now for the nuclear Powers to take a decision and to show that ^'spirit of 
mutual understanding and concession" called for hy General Assembly resolution 1762 Ao 
Either they vrill persist- in their present stubborn a,ttitudes rejecting United Ilatiofis 
resolutions^ disappointing the hopes of the entire world^ alienating most of the peoples^ 
or else they will recognise that the differences separating them on this issue are far 
from being essential, tho-t \rise compromise solutions cannot be a threat to the 
requirements of their sovereignty and their security and that to continue the armaments 
race involves a much more serious risk than to suspend tests* General Assembly 
resolution 1762 moreover calls on these Powers to reach agreement "bearing in mind the 
vital interests of mankind" and not their ill-considered defence interests. 

Naturally past experience does not justify too optimistic a view, and that is why, 
I repeat, we are ready to vrelcome any constructive proposal from whatever source it may 
come, whatever its nature, even a provisional or partial one. The same applies to the 
question of disarmament, where Brazil prefers not to wait for a final treaty before 
taking a decision in favour of the creation of nuclear-free zones in some regions of the 
world, loarticularly Latin ijnerica, 

•fhe two questions indeed are closely related, and if we do not succeed in reaching 
agreement on the nuclear tests issue, at once so limited and so serious, we shall have 
to admit that discussions on general and complete disarmament are useless, Utopian 
and vain* 

i/Ir. KUHKA (Czechoslovakia) ( translation from Russian ); I should like to state 
oux position on the question under discussion and the possibilities for its solution, and 
I should also like to make a few remarks on certain arguments which have been put forward 
in the course of our discussions •- 

In the statement I made on 28 November (ENDC/?^/.84, pp« 24-30) I have already had an 
opportunity to confirm that we fully share the position of those delegations \7hich are 
striving for an earliest possible agreement on the immediate cessation of all nuclear 
wej^pon xests. In this connexion, I also pointed out the need to arrive at a fundamental 
and final solution of this, problem and not to be satisfied with partial or half-way 
measuros which could not ensure the final cessation of nuclear weapon tests, but, onthe 
contrary, would leave the door open for continuing the nuclear armaments race. 
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This position of ours is in full accord with the views of the overwhelming majority 
of the States Liembers of the United llations as expressed in the repeatedly quoted 
resolution 1762 A(XVIl)j, adopted at the seventeenth session of the General Assembly 
(ENDC/63 ) • 

This resolution contains three main requests: first, it calls for an immediate 
cessation of nuclear weapon tests and not later than 1 January 1963 | secondly^ it 
calls for the continuation of negotiations with a view to achieving an approx^riate 
agreement^ thirdly^ it endorses the eight-nation memorandum of 16 April 1962 
(ENDC/28) as a basis for negotiation. 

Vfe fully support these requests contained in this resolution, including the 
appeal contained in operative paragraph 2 of the resolution that all nuclear Y^eapon 
tests should cease immediately and not later than 1 January 1963 ♦ However, in this 
connexion I should like to dwell briefly on one question to which the representative 
of the United Ste.tes devoted considerable attention in his statement on 5 December 
(ENDC/PV<,87,pp.35 et 3^)J refer to the relationship between paragraph 2 and paragraph 6 
of resolution 1762 A(XVII). In his brilliant speech, the representative of the United 
States accused the representatives of the socialist countries of trying to over- 
emphasise or increase the importance of paragraph 2 to the detriment of paragraph 6, and 
of wishing to prove thereby that the purpose of the resolution was to provide for a 
moratorium as from 1 January 1963 o 

For the sake of accuracy, I should like to add that of course Mr. Dean did not use 
such defective words as "socialist delegations" or "delegations of the socialist 
countries" I he used the expression delegations of the "Soviet bloc" <. This is only for 
the sake of accuracy a 

I should like to say that in this case the representative of the United States, 
Mr, Dean, is directing the barb of his arguments to the wrong quarter • As is well 
known, resolution 1762 A(XV^II) was not sponsored hy the Soviet Union or by other 
socialist countries but by a large group of thirty-seven non-aligned States. 
Consequently, their interpretation of the resolution should be decisive in this question. 
Permit me therefore, Mr, Chairman, to quote some brief extracts from the statements of 
representatives of the non-aligned countries at the seventeenth session of the General 
Assembly in vmich they dealt precisely with the relationship between paragraph 2 of the 
resolution'and paragraph 4 of the Canadian delegation's amendment (a/C*1/L*313 and 
Rev.l and 2), the greater part of which was subsequently included in the present 
operative paragraph 6 of resolution 1762 A(X\ril)o 
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Considerable attention was given to this question^ for instance by the 
representative of Iraq who said^ among other things, the following.. As I have not 
got the Russian text^ I will quote the statement of the representative, of Iraq in 
■J]nglisho I would ask the representative of the United Kingdom to forgive my Brooklyn 
accent as I have not been able so far to acquire an Oxford excent. 

±h.e representative of Iraq saids 
( continued in English ) 

^'7[e studied very carefully the statement of the representative of Canada 
yesterday in order to find the exact meaning of the new additional paragraph 
which he proposed, particularly in relation to paragraph 2 which he does not 
propose to amend, Pa^ragraph 2^ in the view of many, if not all, of the sponsors 
of the thirty- seven-Power draft resolution is the key paragraph of the whole 
draft resolution. The sponsors of the resolution attach the greatest importance 
to the cessation of all tests by 1 January 1963 <» As the representative of India 
stated yesterday, this is the central fact which emerged from the whole debate 
in the First Committee this year/' (A /C>iy1?Vo 1262, pp. 47-30 ) 
( continued In Russian ) 

The representative of Ethiopia made a similar statement at the same meeting, 
I shall quote this again in English: 
( continued in English ) 

"As far as I am concerned, I do not see any connexion between amendment 4 and 
the old operative paragraph 2. The cut-off da.te must stand as it is/' ( ibid> ,p»66 ) 
( continued in Russian ) 

I could quote several other statements of representatives who sponsored this 
draft resolution^ But I thinit that the quotations I have already given illustrate 
quite clearly the views of the sponsors of resolution 1762A and undoubtedly of the 
overwhelming majority of the States i/Iembers of the United Nations regarding the appeal 
in paragraph 2 of the resolution^ The gist of this appeal, in our opinion, is that 
as from 1 January 1963 all tests should cease^ whether an appropriate a^greement ha.s 
been concluded by that da,te or not. Its purpose is precisely to achJ.eve an actual 
cessation of nuclear tests even before an agreement has been rea,ched, so as to create 
the most favourable climate for a final solution of the question* This appeal, which 
in our view reflects the opinion of the overwhelming majorit^^ of States members of the 
United Nations, has our full support. 
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lie axe in complete agreement with the further provision in resolution 1762A, 
which again endorses the memorandum of the non-aligned countries of 16 iipril 1962 as a 
reliable basis for negotiations on the final cessation of all nuclear weapon tests^ 
I she>ll return to this question Ip.ter, 

In the course of the discussions in this Committee^ it has been stressed 
repeatedly that at the present time there are favourable conditions for reaching an 
agreement on the prohibition of all nuclear weapon tests, I believe that there are 
grounds for such an assessment of the present stage of our negotiations. There is a 
consensus of opinion that the time has come to cease all nuclear weapon tests. This, 
at least, is the conclusion which can be drawn from all the sta^tements of various 
representatives in this Committee » The positions of the two sides have come much 
closer together a.nd this has been particularly emphasized in the messages recently 
exchanged between the Chairman of the Council of 1/Iinisters of the USSR, kr. Khrushchev^ 
and the President of the United Ste^tes, ivir . Kennedy. 

An agreed opinion has also been reached regarding the possibility of accurately 
detecting and identifying tests conducted in the atmosphere, in outer spa^ce and under 
water, without establishing any international control system and without obligatory 
on-site inspection. 

However, tests conducted underground still remain an open question since the 
delegations of the Western Powers continue to uphold their point of view that these 
tests cannot be distinguished with certainty from natural seismic events. This 
appears now to be the main obstacle standing in the way of a final solution of the 
question. 

In our view, in the present stage of scientific and technical development, the 
question of detecting and identifying underground tests cannot be regarded as insoluble. 
^rfe believe tha,t in this connexion a positive role could be played by the application 
of the idea of automatic seismic stations which hd^^e already been mentioned several 
times in our discussions. Consequently, there should be nothing to prevent a final 
cess^vtion of underground tests as well, provided all parties show a willingness to 
reexh agreement. 

l^e cannot omit mentioning the fact tha,t in view of the. uncompromising position 
taiien up bythe Western. Powers, the Soviet Union, in November 1961, expressed its 
willingness to agree to prohibit tests in the air, in outer space and under water, 
provided negotiations for the prohibition of underground tests continued and that 
during these negotiations a^ll States would refrain from conducting underground tests. 
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until a mutually acceptable agreement on their final cessation was reached (EI^'DC/ll, 
p,5). However this ste]p of the Soviet Union did not meet with support on the part of 
tne '.Testern nuclear lowers. 

In this connexion^ I cannot but dravr attention to the persistent and systema,tic 
efforts of our Western colleagues whO; on the one hand^ try in every possible w^ay to 
lay the responsibility for the present difficulties in the negotiations on the socialist 
countries and particularly on the Soviet Union and, on the other hand, they try to pose 
as the most zealous advocates of an imirnediate and comprehensive solution of the question 
of nuclear tests. In this respect the statement of the representative of the United 
States, I/ir, Dean, at our meeting on 5 Iiecember (EI®C/pY.87,i:jj^30 et s^ ^^^ i^st significants 

Cur Tfestern colleagues continue to assert that the points of viev/ of the two 
sides have been brought closer together only as a result of the flexible attitude of 
the 'Test, whereas the position of the socialist delegations has remained unchanged^ 
At our meeting on 5 December, l/lr , Dean made truly ejaazing efforts in trying to prove 
that the Western Powers are prepa^red to accept an^^ of the four alternative solutions 
to the q^uestion of nuclear tests, whereas the delegations of the Soviet Union and the 
other socialist countries are "closing the door" to agreement in a,ll four cases. 

Let us ta.ke a look at the facts and compare the so-called "a.lterna.tive proposals" 
of the representa^tive of the United States with the basis for our negotia.tions, which 
has been re-confirmed unequivocably in resolution 1762A (}[VII), that is, with the 
memorandum of the non-aligned countries, i-.s the first and second alternatives, the 
representative of the United States cited once again the well-knovvTi proposa*,ls of the 
^.''estern Powers of 27 August, one for the prohibition of all types of tests under 
interna^tional control (Ei^DC/58), including compulsory on-site inspection, and the other 
a partial solution of this problem (El^DC/59) which, as I have said before, would permit 
the nuclear Powers to continue underground nuclear tests. 

Actually, the representa.tive of the United i^^tates iS falsely accusing the 
socia.list delega.tions of "closing the door" to agreements We have already had occasion 
in the past to prove to you that your draft treaties of 27 A.ugust camiot serve as a 
basis for an agreement, because they are an expression of your previous, out-dated 
position to which you still obstinately cling. Your proposal regarding the cessation 
of all tests is in contradiction with the eight-na.tion memorandum, oeca^use it is based 
on international control with obliga.tory on-site insT^ection and, you know tha.t on such 
a ba.sis no a.greement is possible. The second proposal is a.lso unaccepta.ble, because 
it vfouid provide an opportunity of continuing the nuclear a^rmaments race and this, too, 
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is contrary not only to the spirit but also to the letter of the memorandum of the 
non-aligned countries, as well as to resolution 1762 (^vYIl) ^ 

The position r.dopted by the Western Powers in their proposals of 27 August may 
be summarized as follows; either the cessation of all tests, naturally on the basis 
of the conditions of the ¥estern Powers, which means including international control 
and obligatory on-site inspection with all the risks of espionage involved for the 
socialist countries, or else a partial solution which would enable the "iTestern Powers 
to, ^*ain unilateral mi.litary .advantages in the field of underground tests, in which 
they are interested, being amcicus to imx^-rove certain types of nuclear weapons. And 
this is what you ca,ll "meeting the other side"? 

'.Tiiat has become of the memorandum of. the non-aligned states v/hich you assert is 
"included" in your proposals? There is no trace of it there. I thinlx it is 
appropriate to recall that^ whereas the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries 
immedia,tely accepted the mem.orandum of the non-aligned countries as a compromise basis 
for negotiations, the n^estern Powers refused to do this and it was only under certain 
pressure that they finally accepted it as "one of the ba,ses" for discussion. 

But in submitting their proposals of 27 August, they have thereby rejected this 
memorandum, and it has ceased to be for them even "one of the bases" for negotiations* 

The representative of the United States sees a third alternative agreement in a 
so-called interim solution, which several representatives have referred to here. Let 
us assume for a, moment that our m.ain task at present is not to rea^ch agreement on the 
complete, final and immediate cessa^tion of all types of nuclear tests, but rather to 
arrive at some sort of interim solution;. An interim solution, whatever its nature, 
if it is to overcome the existing difficulties, cannot include the principle of 
oblige.tory on-site inspection. There is no need for me to repeat again that it is 
precisely this demand for obligatory on-site inspection that is the main obstacle in 
the path to agreement. Consequently, the point of an interim solution should be to 
avoid this obstacle. It has already been said iiere, and we fully agree, that the 
demand for obligatory on-site inspection in connexion with an interim solution is 
devoid of any kind of logics that it does not help tov>T.rcIs overcomin^; the existing 
obstacles, but merely relegates to the background the conclusion of a final agreement 
on the permanent cessation of r.ll nuclear weapon tests, 

Loreover, it must be emphasized once ag\ain tha,t in its proi:osal of 28 November 
1961 (El'IDC/ll), the Soviet Union also proposed an interim, solution, naiuely, the 
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cessation of underground tests until agreement is reached on a final solutiono I 
think^ therefore, that in iiis statement the representative of the United States is 
knocking on an open door» 

But I must say that the very limit in the sta^tement of our United States colleague 
waS;, one may say, his fourth alternative which he mentioned as being the actual 
memorandum of the non-aligned countries. The representative of the United States 
tried to prove that the Soviet Union and the other socia,list countries had not in 
fact accepted the principles of the eight-nation memorandum. On the other hand^ Ivir. 
Dean stated that ''the memorandum played an important part in the development of the 
United States - United iCingdom comprehensive draft treaty proposal", {'MDC/£Y,S7y p.33)« 

But the facts in this case are so well known that it would really be a waste of 
time to show the utter flimsiness of these arguments of lac. Dean. Permit me, in this 
connexion, to quote from the First Report of the Coirimittee to the United Nations 
DisarmaiTient Commission - which, as is well known, was approved also by the delegation 
of the United Sta^tes, Section V, paragraph 2 of this document, v/hich refers to the 
non-aligned countries having submitted their memorandum on 16 April, reads as follows j 
"In its statement of Ipril- 19, 1962 (ENDC/32) the Soviet Government 
expressed its willingness to consider the proposals set out in the iv^emorandum 
as a basis for further negotiations. The United Kingdom and the United States 
accepted the Joint Memorandum as one of the bases for negotiations," ( ENDC/42, p,4 ) 
Thus the facts show who accepted the memora,ndum. The v/estern Povrers never in 

V 

fact accepted the memorandum of the non-aligned countries as a nevr compromise basis ^ 
for negotiation, I repeat - a new compromise basis for negotiation, vmich opens 
■ up possibilities of making progress. Tliey stuck to their former positions, which are 
still preventing agreement from being achieved. 

Therefore, if a^nyone ought to reconsider or thimi over his course of "irresponsible 
action" (ENDC/PV,87, p. 38) - this is, of course, a very strong word - I would tell i&. 
Dean that he ought to turn his attention to his own ranlis. That would be something 
useful and would be in keeping with the desire of the peoples that the question of the 
cessa,tion of tests should be settled once a.nd for all. 

The course of the debate r.t the seventeenth session of the General Assembly and 
resolution 1762 (ZVII) have confirmed us even more in our conviction Y^hich we have 
expressed on several occasions, that in the present circumstances the most suitable 
basis for reaching agreement en a comprehensive and final solution of this question is 
the eight-nation memorandum of 16 April 1962 » 
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Therefore^ we can only agree with the words of the representative of India^ i/lr, 
Lall, to the effect that neither resolution 1762 (iCVIl) nor any other resolution has 
endorsed any other basis for negotiation, and that it is necessary to take into 
consideration the fact that we must move forward on the basis of this meinorandum 
(3:i^DC/?V.85, Po22), 

The positive aspect of tliis memorandxim, v^hich envisages in paragraphs 1 and 6 the 
final cessation of all tests, is precisely the fact that it was put forvrard as a 
compromise platforn ^vith a vie\7 to overcoming the existing differences in the 
positions of the nuclear Powers. 

'Te hold the viev^ that the only right way is to keep to the compromise basis of 
the memorandum of the non-aligned States; that this is the way which can lead us to 
our goal. Otherwise, any retreat frooi this compromise gist of the memorandum would 
not only not facilitate the solution of the problem, but, on the contrary, would 
destroy the acceptable compromise basis on which agreement could be reached* 
Therefore it would mean not a step forward, but, on the contrary, a step backwards. 

In conclusion, I should like to make one more remark. It is about the way in 

which the Testern press and radio report our work, and, fineJly, about the fact that 

in some of the statements which we have heard here, one can observe a common tendency, 

namely, to create even now around our negotiations a psychosis of failure and to blame 

the Soviet Union for this failure, as a result of which it will be impossible, so they 

v 
say, to reach agreement en the prohibition of nuclear tests, 

"Je a^skj what is this propaganda compaign needed for? Can it possibly create a 
favourable atmosphere for the work of our Committee? Certainly not, we all knov^ that 
perfectly well. Or is this caiapaign intended to serve as a psychological preparation 
for the continuation of nuclear tests after 1 January 1963? If this were really so, 
it should ca.use us serious anxiety. 

:Iov7ever, we wish to look ahead with optimism and to believe tha.t in the course of 
further patient negotiations, especially between the representatives of the nuclear 
Powers, we shall fina^lly succeed in finding a mutually e.ccepta.ble basis for agreement. 
Our optimism is to a grea^t extent based also on the fact wl'dch has been repea^tedly 
emphasized here that the positions of the nuclear Powers have come much closer 
together, despite the fact tha,t certain problems still remain iinsolvod. 

furthermore, lite ^ Chairman, I should like to draw your attention to certain facts 
which we have recently learnt a,bout from the press. I refer, of course, to the joint 
declaration of the Soviet Union and the United States concerning the economic and social 
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consequences of disarmament (A/C.2/L.702/:iev.l), unanimously endorsQd by the Second 
Committee at the seventeenth session of the General Assembly (A/C,2/S?t,<,862 (provisional), 
p.ri)^ I have also in mind statements made hy representatives of tho Soviet Union and 
of the United States in the Political Committee regarding e.n agreement on co-operation 
in certain fields of the use of outer space for peaceful purposes (A/0.1/PV»1292^ P«37)t» 

It seems to me that these reports can only, enc our a^-e us in our efforts. For this 
reason I should not like to associate myself with the re.ther pessimistic conclusion of 
the representative of the United States that all doors to agreement have been shut* 
T/e have before us the compromise formula of the eight-nation memorandum, which was 
endorsed by the General Assembly- as a sound; adequr.te r.nd fair basis for further 
negotiations c^ 

One of the nuclear Powers - the Soviet Union - has accepted this memorandum as a 
beisis for negotiations. In our opinion, it would be unreasonable, not to utilize to 
the fullest extent all the possibilities offered by this memorandum in order to do 
away \7ith the last obstacles, and thus bring about the conditions for a mutually 
acceptable agreement. 

. M. CAVALL3TTI (Italy) ( translation from •Prehch )' At the meeting of 3 
December, the Italian delegation made a preliminary statement of its views on the 
ciirrent discussions (ENDC/x^Y.86, pp.35-39)» Today I should like to return to the 
question at issue and to exaiiiine it in greater detail, drawing upon: the important and 
interesting statements which we heard at our eighty-sixth and eighty-seventh meetings. 
Pirst of all, I should like to refer once more to the proposal put forwa-rd by the 
United States and United Kingdom delegations on 27 August 1962, for a draft treaty 
prohibiting tests ydiich produce radioactive fallout (.lIi:-ILC/59) • As you know, my 
delegation^ while desiring an agreement prohibiting all tests, a,ttaches the greatest 
importance to this proposal, because if it were accepted a very grave danger to 
manl'iind v/ould be eliminated, and because an agreement not involving control should be 
easy to implement. Unfortunately, this proposal has not been accepted. On the 
contrary, the Soviet delegation, supported hy the other socialist delegations, has 
shown .most determined opposition to such an agreement. It would even seem that the 
Soviet Union is not susceptible to those humanitarian considerations vrliich militate in 
favour of the immediate prohibition of tests producing radioactive fallout. The 
Soviet Union representative, ia:. Tsarapkin, speaking on 3 December (ii:iIDC/PV,86, 
pp, 25-35) gave a long list of reasons for concluding an agreement on the cessa.tion 
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of nuclear tests, rle did not even niention the danger from radioactive xallout, as 
if this terrible threat to huinan genetics did not exist. 

The other socialist delegations also glossed over this question vfhich I consider 
on the contrary to be the most important of all. Moreover, they endeavoured to 
support their negative attitude by adducing the views of certain non-alit^ned States. 
However, everyone who has been folloTdng our discussions knows very well taat the 
appeal for an agreement prohibiting at least the most dangerous tests canie originally 
from the delegations of these sarnie non-aligned States. 

I should lil^e to remind you of the stater.ient made in this Committee by the 
representative of Bujrma, hiv. Harrington, concerning tests vrhich produce radioactive 
fallout. 

'^As the Foreign Minister of Canada said here on 24 Julys ^All this testing 

is sheer madness, polluting the air human beings must breathe, endangering the 

lives of generations yet unborn and possibly leading to the destruction of 

civilisation' (SI-n)C/FV.6Q, p. 26) . 

"In short, all nuclear tests are nothing short of aggression against 

humanity '.7ith the possible exception of the smallest underground tests, 

whose ailitary value seems doubtful, nuclear tests have a habit of announcing 

themselves. If, with that tremendous advantage, we are unable to put an end to 

nuclear tests for ever, it is difficult to see how we can hope to ria::e. any 

progress ...'». (Ein)C/PV.63. r^-o. 14 and 1 5). 

I G^uote Lr. Harrington because last Wednesday you, mr. Chairman, spealiing as 
representative of Bulgaria, cited in. particular the attitude of the Burmese delegation 
(ENLC/P7.07, pp. 23-24), but I could also quote clear affirmations by the other non- 
aligned delegations in favour of the agreement in question. I/Ioreover, \7hen my 
delegation proposed the conclusion of a partial treaty on 15 August 19S2 (ZiIDC/PV.TO, 
p. 20), we did so specifically in order to support and to reinforce the v^ishes of the 
non-aligned delegations. 

I said on 3 December that my delegation did not find the arguments of the 
socialist delegations against the conclusion of a partial treaty convincing 
(ENDC/7^/'.86, p. 36). 

I note- incidentally that the Polish representative stated at the same meeting 
( ibid. , p. 39) that I had said that I did not regard as convincing the Soviet Union's 
arguments "in favour of stopping tests in all environments" which is not the same 
thing. It is the argun:ents against a partial treaty which I do not find convincing. 

I remain of the opinion, Mr, Chairman, in spite of the efforts made oy 
Mr.-Tsarapkin on 3 December (ENDC/PV.86, pp. 25-^35), - efforts which were supported 
by your statement Mr. Chairman (SNDC/PV.87, pp-22 et seq . ) , and by the :.or.ianian 
representative's statement ( ibid . , :}v* 39 et seq . y. 
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If I ani not fuistei'ienj the socialist delegations explain their attitude on the 
folloTTinfi,- grounds. Firstly, a partial treaty would legalise the continuation of 
underground tests « This assertion on the part of the socialist delegations amounxs 
to sayin^^ that the present ste/be of aff^^irs, where tnere is no a.^reement^ lege>lises 
all testSo FroLi a' le^^al point of vievr this statement is ?>bsolutely without 
foundation. The existence of an a^^Teement in one field cannot legalise anything 
in another field where there is no agreement. Obviously in the second field the 
original de facto situation rexTiains unchanged. x.-.t all events, if we cannot 
conclude even a lir.ited 'agreer;ie:'it, the arms race will be extended in all environments, 
including the atmosphere, with the testing of weapons far more deadly and more 
terrible than those which can be tested in caves. 

Secondly, the socialist representatives say that, if underground tests coni/xixue, 
other States may feel -"ustified in carrying out tests in e.ll environi.ients • It 
seems to i:ie quite evident that the present situation, in which there is no agreement, 
is fsjr more dangerous, and that, in contrast, . even a partial agreement Y^-ould act e^s 
an effective braJ;ve on those countries which Y^ere intending to initir.te tests. 

Thirdly, the Soviet delegation went on to assert that, even if a limited 
agreement were concluded, the arms race would continue and that consequently our 
concern for the health of the human race was misplaced e.rA tendentious. 

IJ:, Tsarapkin asked: 

'^'^lat heredity will there be after tens or hundreds of millions of 

people have been annihila^ted as a result of nuclear ytcxI^^ . ( ZiIDC/rY . 86 , p . 52 ) . 

In reply I should like to point out to iijX . Tsarapkin that this dajiger is 
fortunately hypothetical, and that we knoT/ that our Governments in their wisdom 
will do everything possible to avoid it. On the other hand,- the genetic" daiiiage 
caused by tests ir^ the atmosphere constitutes a real a,nd present danger, existing 
in peace time ahd"often threr^tening popule.tions which are not even involved in 
miiite::ry alliances * These exe hume.n beings, living pee.ceably in their own countries, 
who, even vrLthout there being a war, a.re exposed tq morte^L dangers, 

Fourthly, l/b: , Tsarapkin said: 

"(i.-. partie.l treaty) would result in definite military "adve.nt ages to the 

side which had made underground explosions one of its main methods of testing 

nuc 1 e ar Y/e ap o ns . " ( ibid. ~z>. 26 ) 
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That is a point .worthy of consider ation^ It is quite possible that the United 
States^ conscious of the genetic dangers of explosions in the atraosphere^ has made 
efforts to limit atiuospheric tests by carrying cut more costly experiments which 
produce no radioactive fallout^ whereas the Soviet Union has preferred to set off 
large and dangerous explosions in the a,tmosphereo If that is true, the fact remains 
that the Soviet delegation is rejecting a humanitarian treaty for strictly militcury 
reasons which will hardly appeal to tiiose populations which have been exposed to 
radioactive fallout from 50 megaton oombs. 

However^ for us in this Conference, the point raised by-Lir, Tsarapkin is not be 
be ignored. It seems to me that the Soviet delegation, in alleging a supposed Soviet 
inferiority in underground tests, is invoking the principle of equilibrium in armaments 
which has been accepted as a guide for our negotiations* But I should like to knoY^, 
in that case, why the Soviet Union, while invoking the principle of equilibrium, at 
the same time rejects the principle of control, another of the basic principles' of 
disarmament • If the Soviet delegation, instead of declaring wiihout any scientific 
proof that control is outdated, were to accept the necessary investigation of under- 
ground tests in the sa^rae way as it invokes the principle of equilibrium for its own 
tests, the problem of a limited agreement would not arise, since we should be able, as 
we earnestly desire, to conclude an agreement prohibiting all tests* But the Soviet 
Union is blocking the way to a partial agreement by demanding the conclusion of a 
comprehensive treaty, ajid then blocking the way to a coLiprehensive treaty by rejecting 
compulsory inspection* 

The Soviet delegation declares that it has done a great deal to accommodate itself 
to the Western viewpoint, tha,t the differences have oeen reduced and that it is now the 
turn of the Western Powers to make concessions. 

These Powers, on the contrary, to quote Lir. Tsarapkin, "stick to their old 
positions". What, is the present position of the Soviet delegation? l&r . Tsarapkin 
told us this in his statement on 3 December. I quote: 

"In the course of the work of the seventeenth session of the General 
Assembly, the Soviet Union ... announced ... its readiness to sign immediately 
an agreement on the prohibition of all nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, 
under water and in outer space, at the same time including in such an agreement 
en undertaking to continue negotiations on the prohibition of underground nucleax 
weejpon tests and en undertaking not to conduct such tests while negotiations 
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are proceeding and until agreement is reached on the prohibiticia of underground 
nuclear., explosions," ( ibid,, p. 30 ) 

Ilovr let us see what was the position of the. Soviet Urxion at the beginning, of. 
our Conference* I quote the Soviet Go verniiient^ s memorandum of 15 I'arch 1962, 

".,, the proposals made by the USSR Government on 28 November 1961 ,*, 
provide for the immediate prohibition of nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere ^ 
under Y/ater and in outer space .•* through the national detection systems of 
States *o. and that a moratorium, should be.^ imposed upon '(underground) explosions 
until an apprcpriate control system has been developed .*." {AY2 Q>/3^ Po 14 ) 
I should like to ask the socialist delegations, and particularly our colleague 
from Czechoslovakia who spoke this morning, to explain what is the difference between 
these two documents, •''liat is the difference between the position of 28 Isiovember 
1961 (iCiDC/ll) and that v/hich the Soviet delegation, desirous of meeting the ¥estern 
Powers, and in complete conformity with the overwhelming, desire of the General 
iLssem.bly to put an end to all tests,, put before the General Assembly of the United 
Naticns? (A/Ca/PVa246, pp, 48 et seq ) 

I should like to know what concessions the Soviet Union has made on the question 
ox tests during nine months of negotiations, what has he^n done to reduce the 
differences and to what extent the Soviet Union has taken into consideration, I will 
not say the requirements of the -Jestern delegations, but the efforts of goodwill made 
by the delegations of the non-aligned States, 

Tx\e Soviet delegation will perhaps reply that it he.s accepted the eight-rower 
memorandum (ENDC/28) as' the basis for negotiations. The Czech representative 
explained to us once more tliis morning the difference between the expressions "the 
basis" £,nd "one of the bases". That is not new, but everyone recognized the genuine 
and practical value of affirming "the basis". ks I pointed out last Londay, 
(EtIDC/?7.86, pp« 36 and 37) when the proposals of certain non-aligned delegations 
began setting the Conference on the way to a concrete elaboration of the memorandum, 
the Soviet delege^tion replied, in substance, that such proposals were dangerous and 
id not help to solve our problems. Does this really represent an acceptance of 
che memorandum as the be.sis for negotiations? 

I should like now to concentrate upon the proposals I have just mentioned, I 
thi*nl: they can be classified in two groups. The first consists of the proposals 
which aim at findin.- a concrete formula for the application of an e>greement. This 
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category includes in i:iy opinion; (a) the Indian proposal (ENDC/PV»85; p«24) to 
establish a quota of international on-site inspections^-^ while recognizing that; in 
order to carry out these inspections, the co-operation of the inspected countries is 
required: (b) the I/lexican proposal that; if a request- for inspection is- refused; the 
parties to. the treaty should regain full liberty of action (ibid,; p. 36). These 
proposals appear to be applicable either to a conprehensive treaty or to a teroporary 
agreement of limited duration* I find these proposals very cons'ructiYe because 
they irend to establish the mandatory character of the inspections -without- which no 
investigation would be of any value and the treaty would not afford sufficient 
guarantees. 

The second group of proposals aims at reaching a teoporary agreement on under-ground 
tests while prohibiting completely those tests which produce radioactive fallout. 
In other wordS; these proposals attempt to implement the recomiendations of the General 
Assembly of the United Nations. 

Naturally the ItrJian delegation will support the conclusion of a temporary 
agreement if that mil render possible the imi:iediate cessation of all tests; but only 
•on condition that this agreement is clear and safe and affords all the necessary 
guarantees. 

It may- indeed prove easier to conclude an agreement of limited duration than a 
c6toprQiiensive treaty; so as to allow the parties to study how the inspection and 
executive organs work before comiriitting themselves irrevocably. I should only like to 
point out that such an agreement; concluded at a time when confidence has yet to be 
re-establishedi^ must be attended by serious end concrete guarantees. If there is 
some possibility of reducing these guarantees;, the process of adjustment will become 
easier as confidence is re-established- and the techniques of detection axe improved. 

The application of a temporary agreement involves the problem of the" executive 
organ. The memorandum; without going into details; recommends us to appoint 
independent experts; who; if possible^ should not be nationEJs of the nuclear Powers. 

The .Anglo-Americrni draft treaty (ENDC/58) suggests the appointment of experts 
representing Governi-nents. Personally I think that in such a teLipora^ry system; aa 
attempt should be made to comoine both scientists and government representatives. 



1/ 'For the correct version of the Indian proposal see the statement by the 
representative of India on p*31 below. 
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\h?f su^.^estion is as loll-pv/s. Firstly, let a group of independent scien-tists 
be appointed as the S^^redish delegation has suggested [MDZ/YY S^^j -£0 * 17 and IS), 
Secondly, let this group report to the Eighteen-Maticn Conii':iittpe ^diich should be 
provided with certa^in executive pov/ers. 

To sum up, I thinl'v that in practice the Conference should do two things. 
Firstly it should study and elaborate those concrete proposals v/hich have 'oeer^ put 
forward concerning inspection, because such proposals can be extreiuely useful in 
the prepcvration of a provisional agreement, of even of a final agreement. Secondly, 
it should set up inimediately a group of technicians yfliioa could help us in our 
technical worl: e.nd could eventually be transf oriaed into an executive organ continuing 
to co-Ojjere.te Y/lth the .'iighteen-Nation Cornrrdttee if, as we hope, a.t least a 
provisional agreement is forthcoming* 

It is to be hoped tha,t the Soviet delega,tion, which until now has sho-ni such 
a rigid a,nd negative ctttitude, will consider these proposals c.nd will e.gree to the 
creation of such a group of experts* For my part, I believe it is our definite 
duty to .continue undiscouraged t:ie ela^bors.tion of r.n agreenent within the frejinework 
of the Lieiaorandvui., v^ith the firm hope that the sense of responsibility which the 
Soviet Government has shov/n on other occasions will finally prevahl in the field 
of di s ar iTi a^n e :at a,l s o , 

MLl^J^J. (i^igeria)? It was the intention of my delega.tion to make a 
statement this morning on the subject of the cessa^tion of nuclear weapon tests. I 
regret to state, hov/ever, that ovring to the unavoida^ble absence of my leader, 
IjT. ^fou, as a. result of the London fog, my delectation cannot mal:e its statement this 
morning as plai.nned. 

'Jith permission^ therefore, we would reserve our right to speed: on this 
sub^ject — the cessation of nuclear weapon test/ — on konday, 10 December » As it 
will be our first intervention on this subject since the important deliber actions of 
the United IIa,tions General i^ssembly, a.nd as my delega.tion has alvrays been prepared 
to accord the highest priority aiiid attaches the greatest importance to this subject, 
we should lihe to reo^uest that our statement on Monday be added to the other documents 
which are to be attached a^s ezi annex to the report submitted by us on ivionday to the 
United Nations General Assembly* 
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The CHJJRl/IAN (Bulgaria) (t ranslation from French ) i The representative 
of Nigeria yh. 11 have an opportunity to spedi next Uoneay, The Secretariat notes 
the Nigerian delegation's request that this statement should be a,nn'exed to our report 
to the GenereJ Assembly, 

ijb: , 31~ZaYYAT (United i.r ab Republic )s On 28 November last lj: \ Ha,ssaii 
had occasion to express our delegation's satisfaction and hope — our satisfaction 
bece^use of the moderate tone of the statements ;\dLth Yfhich the nuclecx Powers 
opened this ne^r round of tall:s in Geneva^ and our hope that this Comii-iittee \70uld be 
able, as recuested, to report real progress in its work to the United Nations General 
Assembly on 10 December (j2TI:0/?V,84, pp. 33 and 34). ¥e hoped to report that the 
nuclear rowers Y/ere about to conclude the agreements and to mal-ie the arrangements 
requested by the United iiations General Assembly in its resolution 1762 >. (j^lll) 
(iS^IDC /63), 

lie had good rea^son to bs hopeful. During our recess we heA \7itnessed that 
more difficult, if not necessarily more serious, problems had been solved by the 
nuclear lowers, Apparently there had existed the will to solve those probleiv.st 
the way to solve them was found » It is not with satisfaction that v/e speeD: today. 
It is certa-in no;7 that our report on 10 December yrill not be the report of progress 
we had hoped it would be, 7e have before us the letter vrhich the tv/o co-Ohrhrmen 
propose to send to the Generc.l i^ssembly* I thihl;i that that letter proves what I 
have saido 

""'.^e have listened most attentively to the statements made in this Committee and 
we he.ve read the verbatim records of the recent meetings o± Oxie three-Power Gub- 
Committee* lie were very grateful to Ij:, Dean for the resume he ge.ve us of the \7ork 
of the Sub-Committee during the recess (:irNDC/PV,86,ppl5 o'i: sQ eVfe n^tsd that Ih% Tsarapkin 
took exception to iparts of that resut:;e (ibid.^ppo 25, et _s<,).* nJi'tar :;3i. that our conclusion 
was easy and obvious. He are very fex from achieving the goals v^-hich ar-e defined 
in the operative paragraphs of General Assembly resolution 1762 (uUlll) ^ and ^7hich 
are an expression of the hopes of the majority of the peoples of the world, including 
the peoples of the nuclear Powers themselves • 

iiad we, e.s a non-aligned nation, considered our task in t-.iis Committee to be 
that of a miediatcr or honest broker, our delega,ticn for one would he.ve been tempted, 
in the light of this conclusion, to cjmounce that v,-e had lost hope ejid that, in 
losing hope, we had lost cur raison d'etre , our reason for being in this conference 
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room. However, we realize, that we are entrusted ^vith ajaother duty. There is a 
fact that cannot bo repeated too many times. It is that, together with the four 
nuclear States - and one of them is unfortunately not present here - we lire on this 
planet too. He have the right to remind the nuclear Powers of this fact and to 
demand of them to stop their tests, wliich many in this conference room have labeled 
as actual aggression against mankind. ^7e cannot do much more, but we cannot do less. 
¥e have to go on repeating this again ani again. 

On 16 i.pril 1962 the eight non-aligned countries in this Committee corinended to 
the consideration of the nuclear Powers a few suggestions and ideas. Those eight 
nations invited the nuclear Powers to agree on the basis of those suggestions and 
ideas or, as Ivitr. Castro of Brazil had occasion to say, on any other basis mutually 
agreeable to them. The eight-nation memorandum (SI^DC/28) is still valid. It still 
stands as it was presented, without revision or addition. It was not intended to 
be, and indeed it cannot be made to be, a weapon in the hands of any party. In our 
opinion, the only change this memorandum went through was its trensformation from a 
memorandum of eight nations to a memorejidum of eighty nations — the nations which, 
on 6 November 1S62, voted its endorsement in the present United Nations General 

Assembly. 

On the basis of the suggestions and ideas offered in that document, on the basis 
of the General i.ssembly directives contcdned in its recent resolution mentioned above, 
and after having listened most attentively and appreciatively to all the statements 
made in this Committee, the United iorab Republic delegation believes that the one 
stumbling block wMch is obstructing agreement can be removed only if both :,xdes 
resolve to cexry it away together instead of each one standing off and arguing that 
it is up to the other one t'o move it out of the way. The "failure psychosis" 
referred to by the- representative of Czechoslovakia ( supra , p.lS) will not be 
defeated except in this way. This block is well known. To achieve the cessation 
of all tests — and my delegation is of the opinion that they are all dangerous and 
harmful and that they all must be finally stopped — the two nuclear parties need to 
be assured that no clandestine tests can be conducted. In the three above-ground 
environments there apparently exists no difficulty in ascertaining this. In the 
field of underground tests, the representatives of the United States and the United 
Kingdom tell us repeatedly that they know no way to ascertain this except by on-site 
inspection. They concede, however, that science has made and is mailing every day 
new strides in the field of remote detection ^nd vertification of earth tremors. We 
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•now have the te;^t^ ,c±r.auXat.fi;d ..a.t^ request of the United Kingdom delegation,, of the 
statement made in London in September by six prominent scientists — tliree from the 
United States and three from the Soviet Uniono The statement clearly saj^s that those 
scientists 

"».» have tried to develop new ideas and to formulate concrete suggestions 
which may facilitate our reaching a general and complete test ban agreement in 
a short time," ( .gSIDC/66, -p.l ) 
Using as a basis the proposal contained in the memorandum of the eight non-aligned 
countries regarding the utilization of a world-wide network of standardized seismic 
stations, majined by nationals of the host country, which would provide an international 
scientific cpmmission with seismic records, they suggest the use of tamper-proof 
automatic recording stations, now known as the "black boxes" — a system which they 
state would "provide a minimal interference with the host country ( ibid, ) The 
internp.tional scientific commission, they thought, would "need to request very few 
on-site inspections"^ ( ibid^ ^ p»2) 

In earlier statements the delegation of the United ijrab Republic has spoken 
of the practical arrangements which should facilite.te agreement on any really necessary 
on-site inspection. On those occasions we quoted the statement made here on 
17 August by the First Deputy Foreign i/Iinister of the Soviet Union, lir, Kuznetsov, 
to the effect that the Soviet Union did not exclude the- possibility of inviting 
on-site inspection, in certain concrete cases (SNDC/rV.Tl, p,43)« On 15 August 
(ENDC/PV»70, p«24) and again on 5 September our delegation proposed that the two 
co-Chairmen should 

"•.. agree oh the modalities a.nd mechanics- of oh-site inspection in 
practical e.nd. concrete caseso" ( 3MDC/xVo8l p> 45: ) 
We said that it might be 

",.. necessary and practical now to turn to the oask of trying to define a 
little m.ore cle8xly the conditions, mechanical attributes and modalities of 
inspection in such concrete cases." ( ibid , ) 
^'Je further proposed that 

"ijnong such practical subjects to be reviewed, our co-Chairmen may wish to 
give effect to I/a*, 3dberg's proposa.1 (ZNDC/?V<»77, p»32), supported by 
Ivir, B^jrrington on 3 September (;5i\'DC/FV,78,. p,8), to discuss the possibility 
of establishing the international commission envisaged in the joint 
memorejidum, as well as its functions and attributes," ( ibid . ). 
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The eight-nation memorandum further mentions that measures of verification in 
l£CO should be the subject of consultation, ""fe submit that the area of difference 
is now even narrovrer than when the memorandum was signedo "^e submit that if the 
necessary political decision is taken by both sides our diplomatic efforts will 
succeed. le e.lso submit that without that political decision no diplomatic effort 
will succeeCc. 

The representatives of the nuclear Powers have been gallantly defending their 
respective positions in our meetings during the last two weeks ^ e.nd no doubt they 
could go on defending those positions and standing by them with the greatest tenacity 
and ability as long as it might seem necessary for them to do so. As long e^ they 
stick to their gallant stand, however, there will be no move towards agreements 
There can be no success o On the other hand, when — and only when — the nuclear 
capitals talie the necessary decision, the great abilities of their represente.tives 
here will move us quickly towards total and agreeable agreement. 

¥e believe that it would not be useless to submit here for the consideration of 
the principa.1 pexties concerned our present thoughts. Te believe that once the 
necessary political decisions have been taken the tv/o parties will be able, first, 
to reabh an agreement to cease immediately tests in all tliree above-ground 
environments provided that they malie corrangements to stop underground tests for a 
mutually agreeable duration^ and, secondly, to agree on the establishment by the 
United Nations, or any of its agencies, of a provisional international scientific 
commission, which would avail itself of the services of the existing nationally manned 
observation posts and of call new te6hnical developments in this field, including the 
suggested automatic recording stations now known as '^black boxes". The scientific 
commission should be given specific terms of reference a,nd powers on which the nuclear 
parties must agree, including the right to request verification, on the spot, of the 
nature of a.ny suspicious significant seismic event. Such requests should be 
seriously and promptly considered, by the State concerned, which might give the 
c-ommission convincing reasons for declining to issue the requested invitation. Should 
the State concerned fail to give such convincing reasons and to issue the requested 
invitation, the international scientific commission should communicate that fact, 
together with its assessment of the given event, to the second party and to the 
United Na^tions. Such a communication would free the State or States concerned from 
the heavy moral obligations undertaicen by all parties upon the conclusion and signing 
of such e.n a.greement. 
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7/hile the provisional arrangement remained in force for the mutually agreed 
duration, both nuclear parties would continue their negotiations for the conclusion 
of a permanent agreement to ban underground tests. It is hoped that before the end 
of the mutually agreed duration, improvements, not only in the scientific field but 
also in the political-psychological atmosphere, would make on-site inspection really 
unnecessary, 

ITliat would hr.ppen if the suggested provisional arrangement ended in failure 
because of the non-cooperation of one of the parties? '.'/hat would happen when one 
party freed the other from its obligations? That question may well be asked. Our 
answer is simple: v/e would revert, unfortunately, to the regrettable situe.tion in 
which we are now, but not to one that vrould be worse. 

Almost at the time when \7e were leaving ,this hall after our last meeting, on 
Wednesday, without much hope of agreement being reached between the United States and 
the United kingdom on the one side and the Soviet Union on the other, the Second 
Committee of the United Nations General Assembly in New York was unanimously approving 
a declaration made jointly by the delegations of the United States of America and the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, urging all nations to plan for the economic and 
social adjustments that would follow world disarmament •(a/C.2/SR,862 (provisional), 
p. 11). That declaration called upon the governments of all States to multiply their 
efforts for "a prompt achievement of general and complete disarmament under effective 
international control" (i^Vc.2/L.702/Rev.l, p. 2), We are told that a wave of applause 
swept the conference room. There was no need to talie a vote, agreement was unanimous* 
In another room, on the same aay, ivj?. Adlai Stevenson of the United States and l-jc . 
Liorozov of the Soviet Union announced in the First ComiTiittee the formal agreement of 
their governments on peaceful uses of outer space (a/C.1/PV.1292, p.37)« These rvents 
happened only the day before yesterday in New lork on the East River. Fnat is T/rong 
with Geneva e.nd Lakie Leman? 

We are confident that once such agreements for the banning of nuclear weapon 
tests are signed they will be respected by their signr.tories. The necessar^^ climate 
of mutual trust \7ill be gra^dually brought about; there will be no cause for the 
present mutual distrust. It is our conviction — not only our wishful thii:2iing — 
that the nations of the v^orld, including the nucle?:X Powers, will then be liberated 
from the fear which today breeds suspicions, necessitates water-tight precautions 
and thus hinders our progress towards the total banning of these terrible nuclear 
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weapons/ Tlie \7orld will be relieved of one of its g^^'^^'test present worries « 

Genera^l and .complete disarraament will tlien be ner?xer our reach. Cur children may well 

have a brave nevr world to build and to enjoy* 



l.-X a iJi-.JJjLj 



(Indir.): I should like to clear up one small matter now, I am 



looking'. at pa^e 42 of t2ie provisional verbatim record of the eighty-fifth meeting 
which contains part of the record of the statement v^hich I made' on 30 November, The 
staff of the Secretariat and my own delegation tell me that they checked some of this 
statement against the tape recording which was made and found that there was on that 
page a slight error which might be of a material character, I should like to draw 
the attention of members of the Committee to that error, I will read what I am 
reported to have said: 

"Could not e.ll the States concerned agree to a certain quota of 
inspections per annum? Of course that quota could only be fixed in 
the first instance for the first year/ because instruments might 
improve ?.nd other fextcrs might arise which v^ould justify a revision 
of the stated quota of inspections." { MDC/BY,S3 (provisional), p. 42 ) 
The tape recording shov/s that what I actually said was not "quota of inspections" 
but "quota of invitations" in the first instance. i^lso at the end I said "a 
revision of tho stated quota of invitations." That is a point which I believe will 
be clarified by a revision of the record which will bo issued by the Secretrxiat 
(see 5]I^DC/P7.C5;. Po24), but I thought I should bring it out because frequently that 
part of my statement is referred to. 

^.7hile I have the floor ^ may I add a few words. Te have now heard statements 
from almost all the members of this Committee on this matter. 'Te have of course 
heard that our colleague from Nigeria will -mal-ce a statement on k'onday^ we shall 
look forward to hearing that and we shall Co so with the greatest of interest. 

I should like to tal-ie this opportunity to say that it is now for those 
directly concerned to consider the many observations and suggestions which have been 
offered in this room. Te would express the hope that both sides might again study 
a,ll the suggestions which have been made and do so not in a theoretical spirit e^d 
not regarding these suggestions as legalistic formulations which clearly they are not 
intended to be^ but as pragmatic observa^tions which might and, I believe, could, 
help in finding a way out. Indeed, the importa^nt thing now emd the one that is 
incumbent upon us is to find a way out, "'e appea.1 to the two sides j we urge them 
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to reach a^^^reemeiit in this matter in whatever v/ay they can find mutually acceptable 
and not to use any observations^ sug^^estions or proposals — includinj the ei;;*ht- 
nation rxiemcranduni (ElJDC/28) — as obstacles to agreement. None of these possible 
ways out has beeiz offered in the spirit of the "cold war". I would say to the two 
sides, "Please do not tal-ie them this vray" , 7.''e would ask them in any case to take 
action that will now result in the stopping of tests on a basis that will endure. 

I/jc . TSi:^i.-PKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ( tre.nslation from Russian ): 
First of all, I should lil.e to make a correction to today ^s statement by the 
represente.tive of Italy ( supra^ p«19 et seq . ) . ne built up his statement in such 
a way tha,t it could be taken to mean the.t the Soviet Union is in favour of the 
continuation of nuclear Y^ee.pon tests in the atm.osphere. This is e. gross untruth. 
The Soviet Union categoric £,lly demands the prohibition of all nuclear weapon tests in 
all environments vrithout exceptions in the atmosphere, under water, underground and 
in outer space. 

Now for e. second remark in connexion with today's statement by the representative 
of Italy. lie sr.id that, strictly speaking, he did not see any difference between 
the present position of the Soviet Union on the question of the cessation of nuclear 
weapon tests and the position v^hich is laid dovm in the Soviet Union's proposals 
of 28 November 1961 (EIDC/ll) ^ I would a,dvise the represent active of Italy to read 
the Soviet proposals of 28 ilovember 1961 through to the end^ aaid then he Yn.ll see an 
extremely substantial difference from the present Soviet proposa.ls. I can help 
i/ir. Cava,lletti. In article 3 of the Soviet proposal of 28 November 1961 questions 
of control over nuclear Vt'^er.pon tests were rega,rded a.s a* constituent part of control 
over compliance \d.th an agreement on general and complete disarmairient . Today v.'-e do 
not insist on such a connexion. 

I shall now -oass on to my main statement. 

In the course of the work of the Eighteen Nation Committee in Geneva it has 
become apparent that there a^re as yet no signs of the readiness of the './estern rowers 
to seek agreement on a mutually acceptable basis. 

As the la.st meeting of the Eighteen Na.tion Comi'iittee shov^ed very clearly, the 
delegations of the United States and the United Kingdom ajre trying to reduce the whole 
work of the Coxmmittee to sterile prop agandis tic polemics. Lioreover, the United 
ICingdom representative is doing his utmost to exacerbate the discussion and to increase 
the tension in the avtmosphere of the negotations. ^.7e have no desire to ta^ie tha.t path, 
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but nevertheless \7e cannot disregard the distortions of the position of the Soviet 
Union which the United Kinr.;don representative, Sir Lichael 7right^ and the United 
States representative, i/ir. Dean, have indulged in. 

At the meeting on 5 December, Sir I.Iichael TJright tried to depict the position of 
the "Testern 'x'o\rexs on the question of the cessation of tests in the most attractive 
light e He told us all sorts of things. He spo'ke about the readiness of the 
Tv^'estern Powers to meet the Soviet Union and about the large number of alternative 
solutions to the question ox the cessation of tests -- as many as four alterne.tives 
(JJNDC/PV.87, p.l3)» The attempt of the United Kingdom representative to embellish 
the position of the Western Jtowers looked as though he was trying to p^nt the skin 
of an apple in bright attractive tones when the inside was worm-eaten. T/liat, in fact, 
did the United ^^Lngdom representa,tive propose to us and what was the real meaning of 
his proposals? lie shall examine all these four alternatives one hy onoo 

The United llingdom representative ^s first alternative consisted of an appeal to 
the Soviet Union to prove liov underground events can be identified hy nationr.l 
detection systems. If the Soviet Union \7ere to .prove this, the "'.Testern i?o\7ers v/ould 
be prepared to sign a permanent and comprehensive treaty without inspection by 
1 January 1963. This is obviously a false approach to the question on the paxt of 
the United IQLngdom representative. This approach was needed by the Testern Powers 
as a means of providing a technical cover for their rejection of a comprehensive 
agreement basec on the use of national means of detecting nuclear explosions. The 
falsity of this approach to the question lies in the fact that the proposal to use 
national means of dietection for the purposes of controlling an agreement on the 
cessation of nuclear weapon tests does not need any special proofs. It has won its 
right to existence by advances in scientific and technical thought, which have been 
confirmed in the appropriate theoretical research of many scientists both in the 
United States and in the^ Soviet Union and in many other countries. Moreover, the 
value and efficacy of 'national means of detection has been verified and demonstrated 
by the recording of nuclear explosions over many years in all environments, including 
underground. It is particularly strange to hear doubts in this respect from the 
United States, which. in the course of the last ten or twelve yeaxs has often informed 
the world of nuclear explosions carried out by other countries in various environments 
and recorded hy the United States^ neitional mee.ns of detection. The artificial 
nature of these doubts is obvious. This proposal by the United ICingdom representative 
also has e.nother asx:ect. 7ithout binding the Testern Powers to any agreement, even 



EIJDC/PV.88 
34 



( i/j-> Tsarapkin, USSx^ ) 



in principle^ and leaving;' the question in an unresolved state, lie would like to 
involve the sides in teclinical disputes. Actually, this would mean running e.way from 
a comprehensive agreement on the cessation of nuclear . v/eapon tests for all time. 

Both in the "liighteen-ile.tion Committbe and in the Three-Power Sub-Comi-iittee the 
representatives of the Tfestern Pov/ers are mailing use of all the means at their 
disposal to cover up this retreat. These means are mainly of a technical nature, 
ixnd this is quite under st and a,ble, since it is easiest of a,ll to obscure the political 
aspect of the matter in the eyes of the whole world by references to science or 
technology. It is for this reas^on that we hear wearying demands on the part of the 
Vfestern Powers, that before a political agreement is concluded the technical eir^erts 
of the United States of ij-ierica, the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union should meet 
and. decide v/hether or not ne.tional means of detection are adeque.te for the 
identification of all seismic events. 

The outcome of sucli a meeting of experts can be foreseen in rxivance, especially, 
if one bears in mind that the official representatives of the 'Testern Powers, the 
United States and the United I^ngdcm, have repee.tedly stated here that, in the opinion 
of their scientists, national means of detection are inadequate for effective control 
and must be supplemented by an international control system and compulsory on-site 
inspection of unidentified seismic events. G-iven tliis attitude of the official Vestevn 
representatives and their experts to the proposal for the use of national means of 
detection for the purposes of control, it is easy to imagine what would be the result 
of a meeting of experts. The official Western experts would not be satisfied with 
?.nytliing less than an interne.tional control system and compulsory on-site insT>ection. 
It goes without saying thr.t such a meeting of experts would be bogged down in endless 
disputes, technical doubts and speculations and the.t it would end in deadlock and the 
departure of the experts without having agreed anytliing. 

It .is precisely this prospect, this outcome of a meeting of experts that seems 
highly desirable to the 7estern Powers, so that, by pleading lack of agreement among 
the experts on the technical aspects of control, they can refuse a political agreement 
on the cessation of all nuclear weapon tests that is of paramount importance at this 
point in history. This is the real danger of this manoeuvre on the part of the 
T^estern Powers. He do not want the negotiations to have such a,n outcome. Tfe are 
altogether against t.he atteir.pts of our "Western partners in the negotiations to evade 
their responsibility, to avoid concluding a, political agreement, by shifting 
resx.>onsibility for this matter to the technical experts. 



miJC/£Y.S8 
35 

{ hJr^ Tsarg^pkiriy USSrc ) 

Te propose that the discussion of technical details should be deferred until such 
time as vfe have agreed between ourselves on the fundamental; ba^sic principles that 
•^should underlie a final a/^reement on the cessation of nuclear v^^eapon tests. 7e insist 
on such an a.ppro8>ch to our negotiations on behalf of the success of our ce.use. The 
dismal experience of the past has taught us a lot in this respect. -Te can<,. for 
example, recall the meeting of Soviet, United States and United kingdom scientists to 
examine the so-called United. States nev7 seismic aa"Da, 

This meeting of experts took ple.ce here in Geneva in November and December 1959* 
At that time ■i''-'^'^ Soviet scientists revealed the flimsiness, erroneousness a^nd, in some 
cases, deliberate tendentiousness of the conclusions arrived at by the United States 
scientists. This meeting developed into interminable arguments and, in the end, no 
agreement v/as reached* It is true that, some time later, events confirmed the 
correctness a.nd validity of the ox-^inions expressed by the Soviet scientists, but at 
the time, in December 1959, the fact that disagreements had arisen at this meeting 
,of Soviet and United States experts and that agreement had not been reached, was used 
by President I^isenhower of the United States as a pretext for talking his decision of 
29 December 1959 that the United States would no longer be bound by its pledge in 
•regard to the moratorium on nuclear weapon tests. 

This decision of the Government of the United States, like the subsequent actions 
of France, a United States ally in the NATO military bloc, which began to carry out 
nuclear wea^pon tests in February I960, was the initial linl^ in the chain of subsequent 
events, a kind of catalyst that accelerated the nuclear arms ravCe, 

'^!Ie could a.lso refer to other technical meetings* ""'Je have learnt a lot from these 
experiences* Tfe do not intend to allow t\ smoke-screen of technical studies to be 
used as cover oy those who wish to evade a solutioji of the politic a.l question of 
banning all nucleax weapon tests. 

The essence of the seconcL a.lterna.tive put forward by the United Kingdom 
-representative is that the Soviet Union should accept the demand of the Tfestern rowers 
for- compulsory inspection, which would be formulated as an insj^ection quota. It is 
clear that this alternative is unacceptable <, Te have already explained this many 
times and I shall not dwell on it further* 

The third alternative put forward by the United Kingdom representative is that 
we should conclude a permanent agreeiaent banning nuclear weapon tests in the 
atmosphere^ under water and in outer space, but tha.t with respect to underground 
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nuclear explosions we should restrict ourselves to what is called nn interim agreement, 
which could be annulled hy the •'/'estern Powers at any time and vmich would thus open the 
way for them to resume nuclear weapon tests • 

Is in regard to all his other proposals, in explaining his third alternative, 
Sir Iviichael 'Trirvht doe's not say everythingo Nevertheless, it follows quite clearly 
from the statements of representatives of the 7estern Powers that even an interim 
agreement must provide for inspection* The logic of the representatives of the 
Western Powers is astonishing. ''.'/hat they are saying is that if the demand for 
inspection on which the 7estern Powers are insisting is unacceptable to the Soviet 
•Union, then in view of the fact that this demand prevents us from reaching agreement 
on a permament and comjarehensive agreement on the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, 
let us in this case conclude an interim agreement, but also with compulsory 
inspection. It is clear that this proposal is not serious • 

Far from being a step forward, Sir Mchael Tright's third alternative is a 
definite step backward* In fact, a proposal for an interim agreement of this kind 
t^akes the negotiations back to the time when, at the very beginning of the negotiations 
in 1958, the 7estern Povrers proposed the conclusion of just such an interim agreemeni^ 
limited to a short period, v/ith international control a.nd inspection, 

"That Sir Llichael 'Tright^s fourth and last alternative amounts to is that the 
continuation of underground nuclear weapon tests by the Tfestern Povrers should be 
sanctioned internationally^ 7fe shall not comment on this proposal. The ansY^er 
xo it has alree.dy been given v/ith the utmost clarity ajid in the most outspoken manner 
by the overv^ieLuing majority of the members of the United Nations, who, at the 
seventeenth session of the Grenera.1 Assembly, called decisively for the banning of all 
nuclear weapon tests without exception and rejected the proposal of the Western Powers 
for a so-called partial treaty. 

All these four alternatives put forward by Sir I/achael bright lead, either 
directly or indirectly, to an international system of control and compulsory on-site 
Inspection and cannot, therefore, serve as a basis for agreement. Sir Ivlichael 7right 
J is well aware of this, Nevertheless, the fact that he thought it possible to put 
forward these alternatives shows the complete lack of intention of the 7estern Powers 
to conduct serious negotiations with the object of reaching an a.greement on a mutually 
acceptable be.sis. 

Unlike Sir Llichael ^i^ight, ivJr. Dean was less generous in his alternatives. He 
reiterates from meeting to meeting that an agreement can be concluded only on the basis 
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of the two Unitec States-United kingdom drafts put forward in Au^;ust 1962 
(ENDC/58 and .lDC/59)» This means the.t the United States continues to demand the 
establishment of an international control system e.nC compulsory inspection aiid 
continues to tlireaten the vrorld with the continuation of underground nuclear wee^pon 
tests. 

±^ you seo; the 'Testern xowers still maintain their old position^ which precludes 
the possibility of agreement » This is how the matter stands in reality. It is in 
vain the.t the re-Dresentatives of the United States and the United Ilingdom try to malie 
out that their alternatives are new proposers. l:ven though Lir, Dean asserts that 
the United States and the United Kingdom took into account the principles of the 
eight-nation memorandum (!S];IDC/28) in their proposals of 27 i-Ugust, this is not in 
accordance with the facts <, Basically, nejnely on the question of international 
inspection, as vrell as on other questions, the United Sta,tes and the United Ilingdom 
continue, as in the past, to maint ..in their old positions, which prevent the 
reaching of agreement on the cessation of nuclear ^reapon tests* 

Tfhy do the United States and the United Kingdom refuse to enter into a 
comprehensive agreement banning all nuclear wea^pon tests for all time, on the basis 
of the use of ne.tional means of detecting nuclear explosions for control purposes? 
Because an agreement based on the use of national means of detection for control 
purposes, that is without an international network of control posts, does not give 
the Testern Powers legal possibilities .of sending foreign agents into the Soviet 
Union, '.''hy has the United States, in fact, not accepted the proposals contained in 
the memorandum of the eight non-aligned States? Because t:iis memora.ndum proposes 
that aji agreement on the cessation of nuclear weapon tests should be reached on the 
ba,sis of the use for control purposes of na^tional m.eans of detecting nucleex 
explosions rather than a,n internationa.1 control syster... That is one thing. 

The second thing in the memorandum the.t was unacceptable to the Testern Pov/ers 
v/as th?.t it actually rejected the idea of compulsory on-site inspection. It 
rejected this "idee fixe" of the Testern Powers • 

These compromise proposals of the non-aligned countries are rejected by the 
'."estern Powers for the reason, that they do not give them the possibility of sending 
foreign eogents into the territory of the Soviet Union, 

The representatives of the '.restern Powers have told us that the United States and 
the United Kingdom will not take into consideration and will not comxply with paragraph 2 
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of resolution 1762 A (XVIl); v/hich vfas adopted almost unanimously by the General 
Assembly on 6 November 1962 (I2KDC/63) • In this paragraph the General Assembly 
directs a fervent appeal to the nuclear Powers to cease all nuclear weapon tests 
not later the.n 1 January 1963 « 

"Tny do the United States and the United iCingdom openly oppose their policy on 
this question to this resolution of the United Na^tions General Assembly? Again for 
the sarxie reason^ that this paragraph of the resolution does not .;.xford them the 
possibility of sending foreign a,gents into the territory of the Soviet Union^ a:id 
without this the cessation of all nuclear v/eapon tests does not interest them^ ijid 
they have stated that they will not comply with this paragraph in the resolution 
of the United Nations General Assembly; but will continue to test nuclear weapons 
underground. T:iy have the Uniter- States and the United ILingdorxi virtually rejected 
the Soviet proposal for the use of automatic seismic stations for control purposes? 
They told us at the meeting of the Eight een-Nati on Conrnittee on 5 December (lil-TDC/FV.S?) 
and at the meeting of the Sub-Committee on 6 December (ZI^'DC/SC.l/xy*47) that the 
proposal for a.utomatic seismic stations could only be considered in conjunction with 
international control, only in conjunction with the right of compulsory inspection. 
This approach to the question on the part of the T.'estern Powers implies in fact their 
rejection of this Soviet proposal for the use of automatic seismic stations for control 
purposes, 

Tny have they been in such a hurry to act in this way towards the Soviet proposal? 
Again for the same reason, tha.t it does not ensure satisfaction of their demand for 
the establisliment of an international control system on the terrii)ory of the Soviet 
Union and does Hot ensure satisfaction of their demand for the right to send inspection 
teams into the territory of the Soviet Union on an obligatory basis, 

'.7e note, therefore, that in the last eight mont^ of negotiations the Testern 
Powers have not moved from their former position. They have not renounced their 
unacceptable and im^pr actio able demaaid for the establisliment of international control 
and on-site inspection. 

In contrast to the uncompromising position of the Western Powers, which affords 
no possibility of reaching agreement on the cessation of nuclear tests, the Soviet 
Union has talien a number of steps aimed at speeding up the solution of this vita^lly 
important problem. 

First, the Soviet Union has agreed (Et\fDC/pV,24, pp,7-ll) to take as the basis 
for an agreement on the cessation of all nucleax weapon tests the proposal put forward 
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by the eighi} non-aligned States in their joint memorandura of 16 i.vril 1962 » This 
memorandum speaLis of an e^jreement on a compromise basis, since the provisions 
contained in it take into excount to some extent both the position of the "Testern 
Powers and the position of the Soviet Union. After the recess, the Soviet Union 
again confirmed its readiness to seek for a solution of the ]problen of the cessation 
of nuclear tests on the compromise basis contained in the memoranduirx of the eirhi 
non~-aligned States (3NDC/PV,86, p, 53) • 

Secondly, the Soviet Union, strivin;^' for the earliest cessation of all nuclear 
weapon tests and -^'oin;:^ forward to meet the v>dshes of the 17estern Powers, appealer in 
the Generpol Assembly (a/Co l/PVo 1246, pp e 48 et seq) for the conclusion of an agreement 
on the cessation of nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, under water and in outer 
space, this a^-reement to include the oblija-tion of the parties to continue 
negotiations on an agreement for the prohibition of undorground nuclear weapon tests 
as well and the obli^^-ation to refrain from conducting such tests while the 
negotiations exe in progress e.nd. until an agreement ha,s been reached on the prohibition 
of underground e:jrplosions . 

This proposal, on the one hand, took into considera^tion the proposal of the 
Western Powers to conclude a partial agreement imraediately and, on the other ha,nd, 
it talies into account the universal demand which v/as expressed in General i.ssembly 
resolution 1762 A (:]lVII) that no more nuclear weapon tests should be conducted vjnywheTe 
by anyone o The positive a-spect of this Soviet x^^roposal is obvious. It enables a 
favourable c.tmosphere to be created for the speedy and final solution of the question 
of ceasing nuclear tests. 

Thirdly, the Soviet Union has declared its rea^diness to cease eJl nuclear tests 
from 1 January 1963, as requested by resolution 1762 ^i (^[Vll) of the General Assembly, 
provided, of course, tha.t this Generr.1 Assembly resolution is complied with by the 
Western Powers as well* Attempts have been made in the Eighteen-Nation Committee 
by the Western delegations to give an arbitrary interpretation to the appeal of the 
General i_ssembly for the cessation of all nuclear wea.pon tests from^ 1 Januaxy 1963* 
These attempts were refuted oy a nuraber of representa.tives, who cited the clocx and 
unequivocal statements_oi the author of the proposal, the representative of i.-exico, 
hJr^ Padilla. ilervo. We shall not continue this discussion .since it is beyond dispute 
that the request of the Genera.l i.ssembly is tha.t all nuclear explosions should cease 
unconditi6na.lly not later tha.n 1 Januajry 1963, whatever the state of the negotiations 
on the cessc.ticii of nuclecjc vrea.pon tests by that time. 
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The leader of the Indonesian delegation at the United Nations General Assembly, 
ivlrs^ Supeni, when submitting the draft resolution on behalf of the delegations of 
thirty-seven Sta>tes and spealiing of the meaning and significance of paragraph 2 of the 
resolution, stated 

"In case .agreement cannot be reached by 1 Januexy, paragraph 2 of the 

draft resolution requests the nuclear Powers to please stop their tests" 

(A /ca/?va253, pas) . 

That is* the meaning given to this paragraph by the thirty-seven non-aligned 
States. It was also with this meaning that the paragraph was approved by the 
General Assembly, 

Fourthly, in going forward to meet the Western Powers so as to make it easier 
to reach a fina^l agreement on the cessation of all nuclear tests, the Soviet Union 
took a new and significant step immediately after the recess in the Committee ^s work. 
It proposed that for the purpose of control over underground nuclear explosions use 
should also be ma.de of automa>tic seismic stations which would serve as a. supplement 
to existing national detection systems. It can only be regretted that the T.'^e stern 
Powers have not a.ttached the importance it deserves to this significant new Soviet 
proposal which would ensure the possibility of solving the question of the cessation 
of nuclear tests* 

Only one conclusion can be drawn from the position of the 7estern Powers* They 
reject, in fact, everything reasonable a.nd mutually acceptable that would increase 
the efficiency of control. They are not interested in any other form.s of control 
which can really ensure the observance of e.zi agr-eer».:ent <)n the cessation of nuclear weapon 
tests, but only in compulsory inspection which opens up wide o::portunities for 
espionage and intelligence. It vfas no mere chance, therefore, that, as soon as we 
put forward our proposal for the use of automa.tic seismic stations, the T^estern 
Powers hastened to scuttle this reasonable proposed by tacking on to it the hea.vy 
weight of unacceptable proposals for inspection and the establishment of international 
control posts, 

TThat is ha.ppening here? This is what is happening: as soon as the Soviet Union 
takes a step to meet the "ITestern Powers and proposes measures aimed at providing them 
with additional guarantees of effective control, they immediately start criticizing 
these proposals as inadequate, merely because they do not provide for compulsory 
inspection, ' By acting in this way the "^^estern Powers slam the door to agreement. 
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lie consider tliat the existing national systems of detection are fully adequ£,te 
for control ^'^poses. In our view there is no need for additional means of control. 

It is only the Testern lowers who express doubt about the effectiveness of 
national means of detection. -"hy is it^ then, that when/ in endeavouring to remove 
your fears, Yre ;^o forward to meet you and propose the use of autome.tic seismic 
stations as an e.dditional guarantee, you reject a businesslike examination, of this 
proposal of ours and, in fact, as I ha-ve shown earlier, reject it by linking it to 
compulsory inspection? 

The use for control purposes or tlie idea put forward at . the ?ug^ ash Conference 
(ENDC/66) o'^ens up great possibilites for overcoming the remaining differences and 
concluding a final agreement on the cessation of a.11 nuclear weapon tests. 

This, hovrever, is something that United States and United Xingdom rjolitical 
^leaders do not vash to recognize, although it is Yddely recognized in scientific 
circles throughout the world. 

In this connexion it is appropriate to refer to a recently published letter by 
the eminent British scientist and philosopher, Bertrand Russell, Bertrand 
Russell, of^ course, is not a seismologist, but it is well-known that he has extensive 
connexions 'With many scientists throught the world, and is very much interested in the 
question of the cessation of nuclear we'apon tests. In his letter published in the 
''New York Times" of 5 December- Bertrand r^ussell wrote: 

"It is important for i^nericans to realise that their scientists and 

Russian scientists have already agreed upon. the viability of this arrangement. 

It is important to recognize that the seismogra,phic station of Harvard University 

has vigorously declared its confidence in the Pugwash proposal. 

"No on-site inspection could give greater security, no on-site inspection 

is safe a^gainst paranoia. "^Tithout the urgent desire to end this threat to 

future generations,, nothing can be done,,. It is essential that we understand 

that the pretext for failure to agree has been removedv 

"The ^ black box^ will show beyond doubt any potential violation of a very 

small kind;, Those larger can be detected without it." 

The Soviet Government has made the utmost efforts to facilitate the reaciiing of 
an agreement the.t would en^. all nuclear weapon tests once and for all. Te call upon 
our Western pajrtners to thinli over the situa^tion that has developed in regard to the 
cessation of nuclear weapon tests and to reconsider their negative jposition which is 
preventing agreement on the cessation oi all nuclear weapon tests for all time. 



SNDC/PV.88 
42 



( !/Ir. Tsaxapkin, USSR ) 



If we act vrith awareness of the great responsibility resting^ on the nuclear 
Powers, the. path to agreement will be open. A speedy and radical solution of the 
question of the*. cessation of all nuclear weapon tests of any type> any yield and in 
any environment can be facilitated by the four possibilities, the four methods of 
solving the problem which I have just enumerated. 

This is the path that will lead us to a speedy settlement of. all outstanding 
questions regarding the cessation of all nuclear weapon tests. 

iB far as the Soviet Union is concerned, it rail continue rath unflagging energy 
to strive for a mutually acceptable solution of the question of the cessation of all 
nuclear weapon tests, kt the sai^ie tine the Soviet Union considers that from 1 January 
1963 all nuclear weapon tests, including underground tests, should be stopped de facto ♦ 
In this connexion the General Assembly took almost unanimously its decision which is 
recorded in paragraph 2 of resolution 1762 A (iCVIl) . This resolution should be 
implemented. All the nuclear Powers should implement it unconditionally • 

The Soviet Union is prepared to do this. It is now for the ^.festern Powers to 
act. The matter depends on them. '7e ther.ef.ore ask the representatives of the 
United States end the United langdom whether they, for their part, are prepared to 
state here that the Western nuclear Powers will implement this resolution of the 
General Assembly. 

The CHAIRL'ii.N (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ); I should like to point 
out to the members of the CoiTimittee that we have reached the hour when we generally 
close the debate and allow delegations to exercise the right of reply if they so wLdh, 

If the Comniittee wishes to continue the debate, I shall call on the last speaker, 
the representative of the United States of ijnerica. Then wu shall go on to the 
right of reply. However, if the United States representative is willing to forego 
his right to speait at this morning's meeting and if nobody wants to exercise his right 
of reply we could adjourn the meeting. 

The representative of Italy is asking to speak -- on a point of order I believe. 

Mr. CrNTALLETTI (Italy) ( translation from French ); I shall be very brief, 
bu^ 1 should like to reply to I/ir. Tsarapkin's statement of this morning. 

The CHiJEM AN (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ); I have just said that we 
could go on to the right of ..reply at the end of the debate. 
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I ask the Coniinittee -vrhether it agrees to breali off the debate now and to resurae 
it on x/ionday or Tfhether it ^;:refers to continue. XJe hesve still to hear the United 
States representatiA^e and I should like to knovf his opinion on this point. 

i/jc. JZIB (United States of iJiaerica): ''■■le have one other important piece 
of business ^.Iso: the report of the Committee, As representatives know^ in accordance 
with ^arajraph 7 of resolution 1762 L (YJIll) v/e axe supposed to report to the General 
Assemibly by 10 l^ec ember. There is before the Coi.imittee the draft of a report 
subriitted for the consideration of the Comimittee by the tv^o co-Chairmen. ^ There 
have also been some other sur^estions m.ade this morninj with respect to that report » 
I'/ly remarks, if the Comumittee v/ishes to listen to them., vdll be very brief — I thinli 
they ^^d.ll not tal^e miore than three or four minutes — but I thinl-c tha-t before Y/e 
adjourn today v/e ought to r^ive consideration to that report, Gthervdse we sha^ll not 
be a,ble to report to the General Issemibly by 10 iDecember, 

The CVii J2tMi.N (Bulgaxia) ( tra^nslation from French ); The united States 
representative thinl^s tha.t three or four hiinutes will be enou.^h for him to malie his 
comments. If there are no objections, the Committee will agree to hear him. 

Before calling on the United Sta.tes representc;,tive, I should like to point out 
to the Com.mittee that we ha,ve before us a draft report to the G-eneral Assembly, 
However, as suppestions and proposals ha,ve been miade this morning by certain 
non-a^ligned rowers, I think that perha^ps that the two co-Chairrion should do further 
work on this fjra.ft report^ we could then return on monday to this question and 
discuss it more coherently, for if the co~Chr^irmen do not study the comji'ients ma.de by 
the non-alipned countries it will be more difficult for us to reach a.^reerxent on this 
question. 

Do the Cor.imittee and the co-Chairmen a^gree tha;,t this question should be postponed 
till i^-onday m:crning, as we shall still Izc.'ve time then to report to the General Assembly? 

jjr_. ^ D ZudT (United. States of America.): Tith grea.t respect, I think \re should 
be in default if we did not agree upon this report of the two co-Chairmen today. 
I would therefore suggest that we have an afternoon meeting in order to conclude this 
matter. It seem.s to me tha.t we our-Iit not to be in defeiult in our report to the 
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General i:^sembly. I ani afriad it will be misunderstood there if v/e do not -:resent 
our report in time for it to be circulated to the I^embers of the G-eneral Assembly 
by 10 December^ as required hy resolution 1762 A (^rvil). 

The CHAIEkAiSI (Bulgaria) ( translation from French) : Ijre there any other 
suggestions about this question which concerns the order of our work? 

I/ir> ZH-ZAYYAT (United /jrab Republic): I have a very short suggestion 
to make on the report, v^-hich I. hope can be a^ccepted immediately by the two co-Chairmen 
and also by all the non-aligned countries. 

On page 2 of the draft report which we ha.ve before us I suggest that we r.dd, 
after the words '^the Conference", four lines from the end of the draft report: 

"At the request of certpdn non-aligned delegations, short precisions of their 

positions, a.s they themselves have prepared them, axe attached to this letter 

as Addendum 1 (or Addendum 2) to this report «" 
It is obvious u.iat the letter would have attached to it all the verbatim records of 
these meetin:VSo From our experience in the General Assembly, to have about 400 
pages circulated to the Liembers to be read and discussed in one day is really self- 
defeating* Perhaps, therefore, the two co-Chairmen vrould be agreeable to 
circulating the few pages of the dre.ft put before us this morning and sending them 
as addendum JL or addendum 2 to this letter. I cannot see any reason why they should 
object to that. If they would agree, this matter would be disposed of. I hope that 
my colleagues from the non-aligned countries will also accept this suggestion^ 

The CEjJjJLlJ^ (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ): As you see, we have 
another suggestion made by the representative of the United ijre.b Republic that we 
should attach to the report by way of addendum the sui::maries which the various 
representatives of the non-aligned countries have made of their suggestions and 
proposals in connexion with this letter. This addendum would contain a sui:ii:iary of 
their opinions but would not represent the Committee's report. 

isxe tnere any suggestions or ideas on this point and on the proposal made by 
the United States representative to have a meeting this afternoon to deal with the 
report which we he^ve to send to the General Assembly? 

1/j:. TJ-jjlLLk NjEVO (i^exico) ( translation from Spanish ): I wanted to maJ^e 
some remarks after hearing the opinion of the co-Chairmen on the suggestion which I 
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made on belialf of the eijl-t Pcv/ers that a summary of observations and suggestions 
drawn up by each of them should be included in the rei:ort (supra, d •$ ) , but v^e hesve 
not yet heard the opinion of the co-^Chairrien on this sug^-^^estion. If they could give 
us their viev;s nov.^, I would then malve some comments. 

For my part, I see no objection to our meeting this afternoon, as I third': you 
have just suggested, lir, Chrhrman, to discuss solely the question of the report, if 
that is ~ as I understood it ~ i/ir. Dean's suggestion. 

iJx ^ ddXN (United Ste.tes of /j::erica): 7e of course want to resolve this 
matter. It is one which is agreeable to everybody concerned, Tlze suggestion of 
the representative of the United i_rab Republic, ho\7ever, does rc.ise some difficulties 
which might recuire discussion, a,nd I do want to nelfie my statement today, jr.s 1 have 
said, it is very brief, I would therefore like to renew my suggestion of e^i 
afternoon meeting in order that I may maize my statement and e.lso in order that \re may 
have more time for considering and a,greeing upon this report. 

The Cdi^,IdI^^..l^J (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ); The situation is thus 
as follows: after the conr/ients made on the positions of the different parties sjid 
particularly te2:ing into account the pro;^.osal made hy the representative of the 
United i-^rab Republic ^ one of the co-Chairmen, naxaely the United States representative, 
has asked if he laesy make his statement and inform us of his attitude to the various 
suggestions for annexing further texts i^o the ^ighte en-Nation Cofzimittee ' s report to 
the General Assembly. 7c thus have a definite proposal for a meeting this afternoon, 
ijre there any observations on this point, which concerns the organization of our work? 
Since I hear no objection to this proposa,l I consider that the ComiTiittee has decided 
to meet this ?/f tor noon eA, <- p.m. 
It was so decided . 

The C2^JRi4i^N (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ); I thinl.: that 
representatives who desire to exercise their right of reply should v/ait till this 
afternoon to do so unless they prefer to speal^ novr« 

2^, CiTiLLETTI (Italy) ( translation from French ); I shall be very brief, 
I think tha,t 7^e ought to devote this afternoon's meeting to the study of the report. 
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I should merely like to read a passage from the verbatim record of 3 December \7hen 
i/ir, Tsarapkin aedd: 

"The cessatioxi of nuclear tests is importa,nt not only as a step 
tov/ards slackening the nuclear arms race and as a measure miich would^ 
to some extent, slovr down the further development of weapons of mass 
destruction. The importance of an a^^^reement on the prohibition of all 
nuclear vreapon tests lies also in the fact that such an a-s^reement would 
facilitate the solution of our m?.in problem - ^^eneral and complete disarmeinent. " 
( Z-N?;C /£7>G5, p>26) 
I fully subscribe to all that but as you see, the danger of radioactive fallout for 
the health of huiP.anity is not even mentioned in the lon£{ list of arguments in favour 
of the test ban. I had concluded from this that the Soviet delegation was not very 
sensitive to this danger which, in the Italian delegation's opinion, is the most 
important one. After the statement made this morning by i'/ir. Tsarapkin, I note that 
this is not so, a,nd I hope that this will enable him later on to malrie an effort to 
accept the partial a^-Toement, 

In regard to the other comment made hy ivh:.' Tscjrapkin in connexion with the 
differences between the Soviet Union's attitude in November 1961 and its attitude 
today, I also note that this resides only in the fact that if a system of test control 
acceptable to the Soviet Union were found, the latter would be ready to implement it 
at once without waitin^^ for the signing of the treaty on general and complete 
disarmament. Nine months of negotiations have added up to this one result, as the 
Soviet delegation itself confirms. 

The C EXIRi^ IiJI (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ): I declare the meeting 
closed, and we shall meet again this afternoon. 

The Con fe rence decided to issue the followin.< coLiniunique ; 

"The Conference of the :i;ighteen-Nation Cominittee on Disarmament todey 

held i^ts eighty-eigh-tiiplenary meeting at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, under 

the chairmanship of lt , Tarabanov, First Deputy Ldnister for Foreign Affairs and 

representative of Bulgaria. 

"Statements were made by the representatives of Mexico, Brazil, Czechoslovakia, 

: Italy, Nigeria, the United ij?ab :v:epublic, India and the Soviet Union. 

'^The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Friday, 7 December 

1962, at 4 p.m." 

The meetin:;{ rose at 1.25 p«m. 



